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—Addreſſers, &. 
ERHAPS there never was an Inſtance, 
ſince our happy Conſtitution was. in be- 
ing, of ſuch a Ferment as we have ſeen 
AS, in our Days, raiſed upon ſuch Grounds, 
and in ſo Critical a Time. Perhaps there never 
was an Inſtance of any ſort of Men amongſt us, 
(pretending even to the loweſt degree of Submiſ- 
ſion) who have acted ſuch a Part, as ſome a- 
mongſt us, (who pretend to greater degrees of 
Obedience than their Neighbours againſt a Houſe 
of Commons by which every thing hath been done 
for the Publick Good, and every thing neceſſary 
to bring down the Common Enemy: 2 lt by Re- 


bellious Twmults; and now by diſcontented, Ad- 


- dreſſes toa QUEEN, who hath diſcovered not 
the leaſt diſlike of the Proceedings of Her Parlia- 
ment, but a much more hearty Approbation, 
than their Enemies themſelves profeſſed to ex- 
pect. But my deſign is not to entertain the 


themſelves 


Reader with any Reflections but ſuch as offer | 
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themſelves too plainly to be avoided, in the ex- 


ecution of my preſent purpoſe, which is to com- 
ment a little upon what ſeems the Chief Burthen 
of theſe terrible Addreſſis, which will not yet 
permit the Nation to ſubſide into Peace and 
Quietneſs. 5 1 
_ 1. Her Majeſty's Title to her Crown preſents 


it ſelf firſt to our View. This the Aaddreſſers 


would gladly appear to have a greater Regard to, 


than their Neighbours. - Some frame their Com- 


plements, as if their whole Deſign were to ſhew 


their Zeal againſt that Title whieh ariſes ont of 


the Revolution, and Act of Settlement; and their 
| deſire to have it entirely 4rop'd out of the Annals 


of this Nation. But a more modeſt ſort of Ad- 


dreſſers, (whoſe Voice is not of the leaſt Moment 


with their Friends and Allies; ) take another Me- 
thod. They firſt declare that their Duty ſuffers 
them not to call in queſtion any Title by which Her 


Majeſty holds her Crown. And then they imme- 
diately add, that the very mention of Reſiſtance at 


this time, under the Beſt of Queens ought to be de- 


teſted and abhor d. In the former of theſe De- 


clarations, Her Majeſty is ſnppos'd to hold her 


Grown by another Title, beſides the Hereditary ; 


one: and that can be no other than the Revoluti- 


on-Title. Now this Revelution-Tirle cannot be 


Lawful (with reſpect to the Queen's poſſeſſing 
the Crown) unlefs Refift ance, in Caſes of Extre- 
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mity, be Lawful. If therefore to this we add 


the latter of theſe Declarations, which follows 
too cloſely upon it, they may both together be 


thus paraphras d. Duty will not ſuffer us to call 
| . nu RD 


— lane Sr 
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Ln queſtion Your M AF EST Ys Revolution-Ti- 
_ tle, wbich is founded upon Reſiſtance : but yet the 
very ment ion of Reſi,tance, at this time, tho abſo- 


lutely neceſſary in order to eſt abl iſh taat Title, ought || 


» be deteſted and abhorr d. So that here Her 
Mateſty's Revolution-Title is call'd in queſtion in 

the fame Breath in which it is declar d contrary 
to Duty to call it in queſtion, Call'd in-queſtion ? 1 


wiſh 1 could not ſay, It is abhorr'd and deteſted. 
And thus perhaps the Contradiction is to befalv'd. 


For, tho” it may be contrary to Duty to call it in 


17/602 5 yet it doth not follow, but that it may] 
be deteſted and abhorr d, by way of Conſequence. | 


This, we ſee, is the way of treating the Revolu- 


tion-Title. It is either entirely forgotten and 


drop'd: or It is conſequentially recommended to 


the Deteſtation of Her Majeſty's Subjects. And 
5 yet this Revolution-Title is the thing which is to 
ſupport all our Future Princes, in t 1e Proteſtant 


Line. 


* 
* - 


The Hereditary Title of Her Majeſty is the 
| * Darling. And this is ſolely magnified and cried 
Ap to the Stars by ſome. By the moſt Modeſt it 

is faid that their Duty will not ſuffer them to call 
n queſtion particularly that which is Hereditary 7, 
or, Her Majeſty's Hereditary Title, as diſtinct 
from the Revelution-Title. Now, what. can be 
imagin'd the Reaſon of this tender regard to one, 
more than to another Title, both tuppos'd at 


firit by the ſame Perſons unqueſtionable? Why | 


ſhould one unqueſtionable be put more out of que- 


ion, than another? And why ſhould the Here- | 


ditary Title, at this time of Day, be picch'd up- 
5 5 : 3 


on for ſo great a Favour? Is it becauſe theſe 
Gentlemen are all fo certain, to a Demonfration, 
that the Pretender was not the Son of K. James's 
Queen? Or that it doth not fo plainly appear 
that the Crows is fix d upon the Oucen's Head 
by the late Adt of Settlement? Is ir, that the 
Proofs of the former are more evident, than that 
Act which doth the latter? Or, Is it, that Ads 


of Parliament, ſince the Revolution, give onl 


an obſcure and doubtful Title? If 1 may have 
leave to gueſs at the true Reaſons that guide 


ſome Men, I ſtrongly ſuſpect that this good In- 
clination more particularly to Hereditary Right, 


ariſeth from two things, viz. That tender Re- 
gard to the Revolution, and the Memory of the 


Late King and Queer, which one fort of Men 


have always expreſs'd ; and that Oncern for the 
Proteſtant Succeſſion in the Houſe of Hanover, for 
which they are no leſs famous. For who doth 
not ſee, with half an Eye, how great an Honour 
this Principle of Hereditary Right caſts back up- 
on K. William and Qu. Mary, who had none? 
And what a Strength it gives to all their Acts, 
particularly that of the Settlement of the Crown ?. 
And on the other Hand, He muſt be Blind that 
doth not ſee what Service this muſt do towards 
the keeping out all the Popiſh Line, and eſtabli- 
ſhing that of the Iluſtrious Houſe of Hannovere 
Let it but be confider'd, on which Side the He- 


reditary Right lies, and how particularly this is 


declar d unqueſtionable: and what Tongue can 


expreſs the happy influence this Principle hath, 


backward, upon the Validity of the Revolution, 
8 hs | | „ 


: fee, however, what can be underſtood by 


and all Acts of Parliament under K. William; and 


forward, upon the Proteſtant Succeſſion, the on- 
ly Hope of the Nation after the Death of Her 


Majeſty ? This is the way in which We are 
now to ſpeak, if We will be in the Faſhion, of 
that Hereditary Right, by which alone the Po- 
piſh Line have any Claim to a Reſtoration : and 


who doth not ſee from hence the tender Con- 


cern of ſome Men for our preſent Proteſtant Eſt a- 
bliſhment ? 5 8 


21. The next Point that offers it ſelf is, the ve- 
hement Deteſtation of Popiſh Republican, or Po- 
piſh and Republican Principles. 


might have been at ſome loſs, upon what to have 


fix d theſe hard Words, had notſome of our Ad- 


ar efſer 65 too Generous to reſt in general Accu- 
fations, kindly let Us into the certain Meaning 


of this Cry. The Doctrine of Reſiſtance of Princes, 
now maintain'd under Her Majeſty's Reign, is 


the Point. It is this which is declar'd a Popiſh 


Republican Doctrine. 80 Unmerciful a Chain'd 


Epither for one poor Doctrine! Well; Let us 
| this. 
Whether the meaning of this be, that it is a Po- 


piſi- Popiſh Doctrine, or a Popiſh-Proteſtant Doctrine, 


is not worth enquiring. This, I think, with 
the leave of the Learned, that the ſame Doctrine 
concerning Reſiſtance (for it is one particular 
Doctrine, now maintain'd, that is here pointed 
at) cannot be both Popiſh and Republican. As 


far as it is Popiſh, it is built upon Servitude to 


the Pope: as far as it is ſuppos'd Republican, it 


is built upon the Rights of Mankind. The Popiſh 


D-o#riue of Reſiſtance cannot be Republican; The 
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But here We 


the ſame individual Doctrine cannot be à Popifh 
Republican Doctrine. We will divide therefore 


this Chain d Word, and ſee in what Senſe the 
Doctrine of Reſiſtance of the Prince (for to Him 
only We find it confin'd by thoſe, who under- 


ſtand Meanings beſt ) as now maintain'd, can be 


call*d, either 1ſt, Popiſh, or 2dly Republican. 


The Doctrine is this, that it is Lawful for 
this Nat ion, to fave it ſelf from imminent Ru- 
in, by oppoſing the Prince, when He mani- 


feſtly attempts to diſſolve the Conſtitution, and 
to invade the Privileges of the whole Body of 


Subjects, againſt the known Laws of the Land, 


| which He is ſworn to preſerve and maintain in- 


violably. The Reaſons of mentioning it at this 


time, will help likewiſe to ſhew how entirely 


Popiſh it is. And the Reaſons are, becaule our 


Settlement in the . Proteſtant Succeſſion is founded 
upon the Nation's having reſiſted a Popiſh Prince, 
and withdrawn their Allegiance from the whole 


Popiſh Line; and becauſe we are ſtill fighting 


againſt that Power, that would re-eſtabliſh this 


Popiſh Line, by Virtue of Hereditery Right. 


In the firſt place therefore, the whole Body of 
Addreſſers, Whether Learned, or Unlearned, 
would do well to name one ſingle Popiſh Writer, 


(1 ſay, one fingle Popiſh, Writer,) who, as a 
Caſuiſt, or Divine, ever maintain'd this Do- 
ctrine, or any, thing like it. I ſay, any thing like 


it. For, in the next Place, it muſt he Noted, 
that the Popiſh Doctrine concerning Keſiſt ance, 


and with-drawing Allegiance, is as different 
from it, as Slavery is from Liberty. For it is 


| Republican cannot be Popiſh : and conſequently 


nothins _ 
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nothing but the Doctrine of S/aviſh Subjection to | th 
the Pope, viz. that when he pleaſeth to declare || bv 
againſt any Prince, tho” Governing after the beſt B 
| manner; then the People are obliged to Arm | B 
| againſt Him, in order to ſhew themſelves Great- | w 
er Slaves to the Pope. Who is there that can- | 7:; 
| not ſee that the Oye is founded upon the Rights | P, 
and Privileges of Mankind, whether Papiſts, or | t# 
Proteſtants, whether Heathens, or Chriſtians ;, | N 
| 
| 


and that the other is founded upon the utmoſt | on 
Servitude of the Poor People to'the Pope, and | on 

the utmoſt Diſgrace put upon Humane Nature? | it. 
The one calculated to ſupport the Liberty of the IH 

| People, the other to make both Kings and Peo- | hit 
| ple the Vaſſals of Rome? What imaginable Affi- | for 
| nity is there between theſe two Doctrines? or | pil 
what imaginable reaſon for ſtiling that Popi ſh, | tic 
which ſtands upon a Foundation Diametrically. | th. 
oppoſite to, and deſtructive of, that which is | te: 
 Popiſh ? And one might hope, that ſome Men | Ke 
might be more ſparing of the word Popiſh, con- ba 
fidering how grievous they find it themſelves, to | Mc 
have any of their darling Cuſtoms, and Tenets, pi 
run down with the Clamour of Popery; whillt rei 
they are inwardly Conſcious of their own entire || an: 
Averſion to every thing that doth but border. ] an 
upon? ty EOS $602. 
Dr it may be, that this Doctrine is call'd Po- pil 
peiſb, by a Figure, becauſe it is not Popiſh; be- of 
gacauſe it hath been taught by many of the firſt the 
| Reftrmers, and chief Proteſtant Writers; or, be- K. 
cauſe it was encourag'd by Q. Elizabeth, and 
her Convocation and Parliament, in order to bring | # 

_ down the Power of the Papiſts ; or becayſe it is | 


\ 
10 


now'maintain'd merely, and ſolely, to keep ou 
the Popiſh Line 3 and is moſt zealouſſy oppos'd 
by every Papiſt in Great Britain, and Ireland. 
But this Figure hath been long exploded by the 


Beſt Criticks. On the other Side, it will be 
worth. noting that the Doctrine of Abſolute Un- 


limited Non-reſiſtance, in the Senſe in which any 
| Proteſtants deny it, is maintain'd.by Popiſh Wri- 
ters; is now aſſerted by all the Papiſts of theſe 


Nations; and is that D-drine by which, as they 


once hop'd, to have preſerv'd the Popiſh Line ups 


on the Throne, ſo they now expect to reſtore 
it. For Unlimited Non-reſiſtance, back'd with 


Hereditary Right, is a Weapon, which they va- 


Ine above all the Arms of France. Here there- 


fore a Query ariſeth. Which is moſt truly a Po- 
piſh Doctrine; that Doctrine concerning a Na- 


tion's Right to Reſiſt, when they can't prevent 


their Ruin without it, which no Popiſh Caſu;ſt 


teacheth; which many of the moſt celebrated 
Reformed Writers have allow'd of; which hath _ 


baniſh'd, and now keeps out, Popery from a- 


mongſt our ſelves ; and which all our own Pa- 
piſts profeſs to abhorr ; or that of Abſolute Non- 


reſiſtance, of which all Papiſts are now moſt fond, 
and in which they place their greateſt Hopes 

and Expectations? But by this time to be ſure, 
the Reader mult, be ſatisfied how perfectly Po- 
„ bpiſo, the Doctrine, now maintain'd, of Reſiſtance 


of Princes, is: viz. ſo perfectly Popiſi, that it is 
the Hatred and Averſion of every Papiſt in the 
Wingd em 1 
But We will go to the other Branch, in which 
the Doctrine of Reſiſtance of Princes, now main- 


_tain'd. 
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tain'd, is declar'd to be a Republican Doctrine. || g 
Great Feats are to be done by the help of this 
Word Republican! We will find out, if it be I he 
poſſible, what the Meaning of the Word is, as | 
it is thus applied. Rr ance of. our Princes is de-. 
fended by no one any further than as it is neceſ- | ; 
_ fary to preſerve that Conſtitution, of which we | ar 

ſo much boaſt, and to hinder this Limited Mon- | 11 
archy from being turn'd into an Abſolute one. I | in 
hope it cannot be a Mark of a Repulican to prefer | 

our own Cnſtitut ion before that of France or Tur- py 
bey: becauſe this We all profeſs at ſeaſt to do. 
Mell then; What hath this poor Dactrine to do a 
with the Republican Scheme? Is it a Republican | © 
Principle to declare for our Cunſtitution as it is | B. 
now? Which muſt help to preſerve it from be- | w 
coming a Republick, on one hand, as well as 
other. A Republican with us muſt be one who | », 
prefers. the Common-wealth-form of Government | Re 
before our own. But what Relation is there be- m 
tween the defending Reſiſtance, in order to keep | . 
our Legal Conſtitution ; and preferring the Re- | th 
_ publican form before that which We now enjoy? || Re 
Juſt as much as there is between defending Se- 4 
parat ion from the Church of Rome, and prefer- Ay 
ing Calvins Diſcipline and Government, before 
that of the Church of England. And the Prin- Pr 
ciple of the Lawfulneſs of Separation, on the to 
higheſt Accounts, may, with the ſame Right, ſtr 
be call'd a Calviniſtical, and Presbyterian Prin-] fh. 
ciple; as that of Reſtance, in Caſes of Extremity, | de 
T 7 IO 

And, with the leave of our Addreſſers, nothing is pro-] mi 
perly Republican, hut what is fo peculiar to that Form, as in 
that it cannot conſiſtently be maintained by any | -?E 
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who prefer another before it Now let us take which 
Form of Government we pleaſe for our Darling; the ge- 


neral Principle of Reſiſtance, in extream Caſes, may be 


held conſiftently with a love to any of them. If 
We chuſe the Government of one man without Council or 


Parliament: It is not inconſiſtent at all in any who like this 
| | beft, to maintain that, ſhould this one Man, againft all 


the Laws of Nature and Reaſon, undertake to murther 


and extirpate his Subjects, Reſiſtance would be lawful. 


J fay this Is conſiſtent with the liking Abſolute Monarchy, 
in the main, better than a Republick, as with ths con- 
trary. And therefore the Principle of Reſiſtance in Caſes 
of Extream Neceſſity, is as much Monarchical, as it is Re- 


| publican. 


But however this may. be, It muſt be own'd that we 


are oblig'd to thoſe who have let us into the true mean- 
ing of the Word Republican, now ſo much in uſe. Great 


Complaints we know, are made of numbers of Republican 


Books and Pamphlets, ſpread about! And now we ſee 


what it is that is meant, viz. that there are Writers 


Who preſume to defend that Reſiſtance of the Prince which 


was practiſed at the Late Revolution. The Revolution is 
defended: Therefore it is high time to nick- name the 
Doctrine of Reſiſtance, and to brand it with the Title of 


Republican, We know therefore now, what ſome Men 


mean. To deteſt Republican Principles, is to deteſt Re- 
volution Principles: And as no other fort of Republican 
Principles have been mention'd under the beſt of Queens, 
theſe only. muſt be intended by the mighty Zeal againſt 
Republican Principles. And they that can deteſt Reji- 
ſtance, without deteſting the Revolution, and Her Maje- 
fty's Revolutizn-Title, muſt have good luck at getting rid 


of Conſequences. M 7 S | 5 
But after all what if this great Cry againſt Republican 


Principles ſhould be deſignid only as a Singular Reſpect 


to our Chief Allies, at this Critical Juncture, when 
ſtrigeſt Union between them and this Nation is of ſuch 


Importance ? or as the higheſt Token of Gratitude to 
that Republick which help'd to ſave Us, when We were 
devoted to Deſtruction, by ſending over an Army and 


Fleet to our Aſſiſtance? But ſeriouſſy, whatever we 


might judge from our Armies abroad, One would think, 


in truth, by ſome late Addreſſes at home, that were now 
againſt the States of Holland, and not the Monarch of 


———— EEOC 


the Word Antimonarchical, another hard Wor 


ſolute Monarch, and preſerved to us the Right of being 


- Ur ret aral abroad hath grodeeded towards redu- 


France, I need ſay no more. How Republican the Dof- 
vine is, is plain from hence, that it is made uſe of to kee 
our Conf7rution what it is, as different from a Repablick, 


7 


as from an Abſoute Monarchy. 


Io Popiſh and Republican, ſome of 8 add 


2 | | rd to give 
the finiſhing ſtroke to this poor Doctrine of Reſiſtance, as 


now taught. For the explanation of this, it is to be ob- 
ferved, that our Monarchy is.not like the Monarchy of France | 
or Morocco, in which the Prince hath the ſole Power of 
- making as well as. executing: Laws; but isa Monarchy in 
which tho? the Prince hath the Executive part in himſelf, | 
vet He cannot without the concurrence of both Houſes 


af Parliament, make any Laws to oblige the Society. 


It is tu be likewiſe remembred, that King James made 
an attempt upon this Conſtitution; that he endea -“ 
voured to ſet up his own Will and Pleaſure, a- 
bove the Laws of the Land; and to turn it into 


the ſame fort of Monarchy, which he faw, - envi- 
ed in a . Neighbouring . Kingdom. Upon this, the 
wicked Principle of Reſiſtance exerted it ſelf, and hin- 


dred this Government from being changed into an Ab- 


ſolute Monarchy, to the Deſtruction of this whole Na- 


taion. The principle therefore of Reſitance muſt be 
 Antimonarchical, that is, contrary to Monarchy, becauſe 
it interpoſed, and ſaved us from Ruin, and from being 
Slaves, as they are in France, to the Will of one Man. 
Thus the Revolution was Antimonarchical becaule it} 


hindred King James from his defign of becoming an Ab- 


ruled by Law. And there having been ſomething writ- 
ten and ſpoken in defence of this Revolution, and what i 


founded upon it; this is the only proper time of deteſting 
Anti monarehical Principles. Beſides, we being engage 


in War with the Monarch of Fance, nothing can be more 


proper than to deteſt and abbor thoſe principles, by 
which Men are led heartily” to oppoſe all Tendency to 
ſuch a Monarchy as his! and heartily to prefer our own] | 


Conſtitution bafore it; and freely to offer their Money, 


and their Lives, in order to keep it out from amongſt 


our ſelves. And as ſome Men think fit ta expreſs their 


deteſtation of theſe Principles which work'd out Deliver- 


ance at Home; ſo it is very obſervable, that the farther 


N 
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cing the Power of the Abſolute Monarch of France; {till the 
moe out of Fayour, and the more deteſtable he hath 


ſenſibly grown to ſome amongſt uus. 
What then is the reſult of that Dezeſtation of Popiſb, 
Republican, Antimonarchical Principles, expreſs'd by our 


Addreſſers? Why, that the Revolution was a Popiſh-Re- 


publican- Antimonarchical-Revolution ; that the Principles 
which defend d it are to be deteſted, as Popiſh-Republican- 


 Antimonarchical Principles; that the Proteſtant Succeſſion | 
founded upon that Revolution is an Antimmonarthial-Re- 
_ publican-Popiſh-Proteſtant Succeſſion; and that every Step 


the Duke of Marlborough advances towards humbling the 
Monarch of France, and ſecuring our Eſtabliſhment, is 


upon Popiſh-Republican- Antimonarchical Grounds. Into 
this it muſt reſolve it ſelf if we examine it thoroughly. 


Well; But whether the Doctrine be * Popifh- An- 
ti monarcbhi al-Republican only; or neither; yet the very 


mention of the Doctrine of Reſiſtance of Princes, at this time, 


under the beſt of Queens, ought 10 be deteſted, and abborr'd. 


This is the plain Voice of ſome, and conſequently the In- 


tent of others of our Addreſſing Brethren, that the very men- 


tion of Reſiſtance of the Prince alone, at this time, is to be 


Deteſted, This is going farther than the Doctor's Coun- 


eil, at the late yal: nay, or than the good Dofor him- 
ſelf, who ſtuck not to the Old Engliſh Non-refi/Fance due 
to the Prince only, but endeavoured to interpret Sprean 
Powers to ſignifie the whole Legiſlative. But now we 
are to be brought back again to the Cd Dodtrine : And 


we are taught what is truly to be underſtood by S pream 


Powers, when it is fit to ſpeak out. Deteftable Revolu- 
ton] Feeble Support of our Eſtabliſument] that what 
ſupports it muſt not be ſpoken of, in order to ſupport it! 
Unfortunate Revolution-Title! ſometimes. not to be ue- 
ſtion'd, ſometimes to be abborr' d] Unhappy Houſe of Com- 
mons, to fall under the Laſh of ſo many Modeft Addreſ- 


fers ! No longer dare to ſhew your Heads in the Cauſe 
of Liberty. And O ye Managers, worthy of the utmoſt 


Abhorrence! take Shame to your ſelves. And O Sir 


8 


-7, Once the Darling of the Pariy, and call'd forth 


by its univerſal Voice to defend the Dotrine of Abſolute 


Non-Refiſtance, for Thee ſo ſhamefully to betray it; not 


- . only to mention Reſiſtance of the Prince, (which alone is. 
Deteſtable) but to own it Lawful and Honourable, ia 


ſuch Caſes as that of the Revolution ! Unpardonahle 


Right Line 


BESS — —— — 


were it not; that the Fidelity of thy Heart is known! 


But Bleſſed in the mean while, muſt the Caſe of a whole 
Nation be! when the mention of Reſiſtance in extream 


Caſes, is to be Deteſted, under the Beſt of Governours, 
tho made uſe of ſolely to ſupport the Title of the Beſt: 
And under the Vorſt, We all know it impoſſible, with- 
—, ⁵ ̃¼»m n .] 
Blut let us a little think upon the Matter. What ? Is 
it Dereſteble to ſay, in this Reign, that the Revolution 
without which this Reign had never been, was Lawful - 
Is it Deteſtable to affirm, àt this time, that it was nobly 
done of ſome of our Addreſſers, to afſociate Heart and 


Hand, in defence of the Frince of Orange, who was af- 


raid of no one but K. James, and his Adberents? Is it an 


horrible thing to tell Her Majeſty, that Her Conduct was 


juſtifiable at that time, and Her Title now Glorious? Is 
It Deteſtable for a Houſe of Commons to exert themſelves 


for the Liberties of the Nation, and to aſſure our Good 
Queen, that they are entirely ſatisfy'd in Her Title, and 


the preſent Eftabliſhment, and ready to defend them 


againft all their Enemies? If.theſe things be ſo; it is high 


time to deteſt the Revolution, and the Excluſon of Here- |. 


ditary Right; and to repent in Duft and Aſnes. 


I would to God there were no Appearances amongſt | 
us more Deteſtable. To Swear to a Government, and 


yet publickly damn it's Foundation. To abjure the 

and yet to cry up Hereditary Right, To 
deteſt the very mention of Reſſtance, under an Eſtabliſb- 
ment, Which owes it's being to Reſiſtance. Theſe to he 
ſure, are commendable, and worthy things: and will 
ever be accounted the Glory of great part of this Nati- 


on. But in the mean while, there are ſome who are 
weak enough to think that the Condemnation of Refi- 
France in all poſible Caſes, under an E/tabliſhment which 


is founded upon Reſiſt ance, might as becommgly have 


been Deteſted: And that the mention of Hereditary Right 


being ungueſtionable; may be as conſiſtently abhor'd by 
thoſe who have abjur'd the Eereditary Right of many, and 


ſworn Fidelity to a Proteſtant Succeſſion, wholly deſtitute 
of Zereditary Right. 5 7 | 1 


3. From all this we may judge what ſome Men mean 
by Zoyalty, of which they ſpeak ſo much. One would 
be apt to imagine it to be ſomething for the Benefit of the 


/ ²˙0⁰ð!— .]. pee 


Preſent Eſtabliſoment. But alas! It is nothing but the | 
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o us Houſe of Hannover needs no new Proofs of their Affecti- 


bare, tho? violent, Profeſſion of Unlimited Non-reſiſtance, 


and Hereditary Right. Excellent Loyalty to an Eſtabliſb- 
ment begun upon Reſiſtance, and to be continued only by 
excluding Heredztary Right) oo oO 
4 When that which hath hitherto been call'd the Th- 
leration is to be touched upon, a New Dzalett is to be 


made uſe of, Some ſeem to be for the Legal Indulgence 


10 Conſciences truly Scrupulomus. ' Others are more Cau- 


tious, and go on further than to ſay that they do by no means 


reſume to diſapprove of that Legal Impunity (ſomething be- 
pref ponds which 1s allowed to Conſciences truly Tender. 


| Anda great favour it is that there is any thing eſpouſed 
by this Republican Houſe of Commons, which they do not 
openly deteſt! But how faint this Expreſſion is? And 


what Words are here choſen to evidence their 'Zeal for 
the Toleration ? For Her Majeſiy hath always call d it the 


Onx would think this were the Reaſon why ſome Men 


are now become afraid of the Word; and have chang'd 
it for ſomething, which ſerves a purpoſe better. They 


do by no means preſume to diſapprove. Who could poſſibly 
. chuſe this Form of Expreſſion, that heartily approves of 


a thing 3 The Queen declares She will znviolably main- 
tain the Wer All that ſomè can bring themſelves to 
fay, is, that they do not preſume to diſapprove of the Legal 
Impunity,” allow'd to Conſciences truly Tender. See the 
Differennce of the two Forms of Expreſſion: The Zea 


A of the one and the Coldneſs of the obe. 
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5. In the laft place, the Burthen of the Song, the main End 
of theſe Addreſſes, is the Diſſolution or D2termination of _ 
the preſent Houſe of Commons, that hath ſhewn fo ungratez 


ful a Senſe of Publick Liberty. To this end, Her Majefty is 


aſſur'd that the utmoſt Care ſhall be usd to chuſe fuch Res 
preſentatives in Parliament as Will inviolably maintain Her 
Majeſty's juſt Prerogative,” the Succeſſim in the We 
of Hanover, the Rights of the Church, and the Liberties of the 
SubjeF. and who, chat knows any thing of the Behaviour 
of theſe Gentlemen, can doubt of their Zeal ſor theſe four 
Particulars ? Poor King William, (not to {peak of Her 

Majeſty ) ſufficiently experienc'd their Zeal for the Preroga- 


tive; which hath always, indeed, exerted it ſelf, in their 
conſtant Endeavours to limit it, ever ſince it was moſt like- 


ly to be employ d tor the good of che People. The uſtri- 


all other Titles, is. ſufficſent Demonſtration of their. invio- 
Jable firmneſs to that Family. The Rights of this Epiſcops = 
Cburch of which the Queen is Head, have experienc d their 
regards. It could be no hitig but their Love to it that 
\ hath mov d them and their Fi tends to adhere to thole 
Presbyters, who claim Coordinate Powers with their Biſhops, 
- and an Exemption from the Royal Supremacy. And as ior : 
 theLiberties of the Subject wi can give gr-ater Demon= . 
trations of their Concern for them, than thoſe who have 
ever maintain d the unlawtulneis of R:ſitance ſhould the 
- Prince entirely {wallow. them up? Unlimii d Submiſſion, 4b. 
ſolute Paſſive Obedience, Hereditary Right are only other words 
tor the Liberties of be Subject th: Late Revolution atid the 
Proteſtant Succeſſion | No can any one, who knows the 
World. make the leaſt doubt that thole who are truly the 
- Repreſentatives ot this part of the Nation, will ever give the 
lame Proofs of their regard. : the Prerogat ive, the Houfe 
ol Hannover, the Church, and the Nation, which they have 
hitherto 5 2: 77S SI Err ve lb pra 
Bat, it they be ſerious in-this part of their Addreſſes and 
ita ſteady regard to theſe four Particuiars, be the ſouchſtane, 
may not Her Majeſty take as great a Satisfaction. in Her 
© - Prerogative they have invaded? Or in what hath their Zeal [ 
' for Her Honour and Service come behind that ot th:ſe who 
have oppoſed them? What could they have done more | 
for the Houſe of Hannover, than they have by that late No= | 
ble trug gie tor the Principles of the Revidution, and the Act 
of Settlement, by which alone that Illuſtricus Family can reign? 
What one Injury have they done to the Efabliſhed Church, 
unleſs it be by defending what lay'd it from Ruin? And then 
tor the Liberties of the Subject; how great and zealous hath 
been cheir Conteſt, as it. their Lives had been at (take, and 
their own Happineſs had depended only upon that of the 
Publick? They are willing and defirous, therefore, that 
{!  thele, which their Enemies have laid down, ſhould be the 
1 [darts to judge by: And they tear to be outdone, leaſt of 
HS all, by thoſe. who have laid them down. 
[| + + hall not add any more Comments. It might be ask d, 
Whether Hereditery Right ſtuck to, and Hereditary Right ab- 
= <qnred, mean one and the lame thing: Whether molt of 
our Addreſſers had not heard ot che paſſing the French Lines, | 
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dur de heard: o<be pam 

1 and the unipeakable dilappointment of the Common Enemy; 
|: or whether they thought it ominous, and for:boding of 

| | verai Other Points | leave to others. | 


Evil. But thele, and-te 
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